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Abstract 
The colonisation of the Pacific is an important chapter in human dispersal for which 
chronological control is primarily provided by radiocarbon (14C) dates. In this context, the ability to 
reliably date shellfish is important because alternative dating materials, such as charcoal and bone, are 
typically highly degraded. However, the interpretation of shell 14C results is not always black and 
white because 14C is not evenly distributed throughout the marine evironment, with estuarine taxa 
more likely to incorporate terrestrial sources of carbon. Regions where water has percolated through 
limestone bedrock provide an additional problem since ancient carbon is introduced into the estuarine 
waters. This “hardwater” has been put forward to explain old 3500 cal. BP results from culturally 
significant shells recovered from the site of Unai B pot (Bapot-1) on the island of Saipan (Petchey et 
al. 2017). While arguments for (Carson and Hung 2017) and against (Rieth and Athens 2017) early 
settlement dates remain polarised, little attention has been given to the idea of change in the marine 
14C reservoir over time, or to possible species-specific offsets in shell 14C. 
In this paper, we further develop a tri-isotope approach using 14C, δ13C, δ18O to identify 
carbon source. To investigate which shellfish are more prone to erroneous ages we have selected shell 
taxa that cover a range of nearshore environments commonly found in Pacific archaeological sites; 
including Anadara antiquata, Gafrarium pectinatum (both estuarine) and Tridacna (marine/reef). To 
test the possibility of change over time we extend the dating of the site beyond the earliest occupation 
layers to deposits considered to post-date the end of the mid-Holocene drawdown in sea-level. 
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1. Introduction 
The exact age of first colonisation of the Mariana Isl nds (Figure 1) is debated, with arguments split
between early (pre-3500 years BP; Hung et al. 2011, Carson 2014, Carson and Hung 2017) and late 
(3200 years BP; Petchey et al. 2017, Rieth and Athens 2017) hypotheses. This duality hinges entirely 
on disparate interpretations of the same radiocarbon dataset, in particular, whether early shell dates 
from the site of Unai Bapot (Bapot-1) are, or are not, affected by hardwater. The younger age has 
significant implications for cultural development throughout the region (Rieth and Athens 2017, 
Fitzpatrick and Jew 2018) because the oldest movement into Western Micronesia and Lapita1 
movement into the West Pacific are now thought to occur at a similar time; this, in turn, suggests a 
very rapid dispersal of people through these regions – within 200 years. It also raises the possibility 
that the formative years of Lapita in the Bismarck region are even later than currently thought, which 
has consequences for theories about cultural developm nt in that region and beyond (Montenegro et 
al. 2016, Rieth and Athens 2017). Moreover, recognised as possibly the longest ocean voyage of its 
time (over 2000 km) we are no closer to understanding why these seafaring people subsequently and 
inexplicably remained in isolation in the Mariana’s for more than 2000 years (Hung et al. 2011; Vilar 
et al. 2012; Fitzpatrick and Callaghan 2013). During this time the islands were affected by hydro-
isostatic and tectonic changes which resulted in a c. 1.75m drop in sea-level – only stabilising around 
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1500 years ago (Dickinson 2000, Athens et al. 2004, Nunn and Carson, 2015). The impact of this 
process is considered to be evident in the decline of certain shell taxa found in early midden deposits 
(Butler 1995, Amesbury 2007, Carson and Hung 2017).  
Clearly, our understanding of the most fundamental ch racteristics of the initial movement 
into Remote Oceania is poor and requires re-evaluation. The solution to this dilemma is to establish 
the exact timing of first settlement and subsequent activities throughout the Mariana Archipelago and 
beyond. This means our understanding of the 14C variation of the most common element in these 
archaeological sites – shell – has to be improved. Moreover, with flood levels predicted to rise by 
1.98m by 2070 (https://coast.noaa.gov/digitalcoast/stories/CNMI-SLR.html) and reefs in the region 
now threatened by sedimentation (van Beukering et al. 2006) it is important that we fully understand 
the impact such changes have on these small island ecosystems.  
The isotopic composition of mollusc shells primarily reflects the environment they live in. 
Shells recovered from archaeological sites, therefore, give us a way to study paleoclimate and paleo-
environmental change that is directly correlated to human activity (Prendergast and Stevens 2014). 
Molluscs are widely distributed across a wide range of nvironments, occur at all latitudes, and offer 
greater potential for high-resolution chronometric and geospatial analysis than most other paleo-
environmental proxies used today. They are, however, one of the most complex proxies to interpret; 
in the more restrictive coastal lagoon and estuarine settings, carbon from a range of sources can 
impact on the shells, resulting in both marine and terrestrial inputs and 14C ages that appear either too 
young or too old. Careful selection of shell taxa depending on habitat and diet can help, but species-
specific diversity and the ability of some animals to adapt to a variety of environmental conditions 
leads to problems when interpreting shell dates. One concern is the presence of bicarbonate ions – 
generated by seepage through calcareous strata – which can become incorporated into the shells of 
animals living in the water, and result in 14C ages that are too old. This possibility for Saipan was 
recognised more than 50 years ago by the radiocarbon team at Chicago. They suggested a 1500-year 
correction to an oyster shell date (C-669; 3479±200 BP) from the site of Chalan Piao (Cloud et al. 
















Figure 1. Map of the North-western Pacific showing excavations undertaken at Bapot-1 on Saipan in 
the Mariana Archipelago. 
 
Petchey and Clark (2011) suggested that it may be possible to predict “hardwater” offsets in 
shellfish by combining δ18O and δ13C with the 14C results; in the tropics δ18O records change in 
salinity (less-saline waters are typically terrestrial in origin), while the δ13C value of marine shells 
predominantly reflects water source (low productivity terrestrial waters have depleted 13C values). 
Moreover, they suggested that isotopic change over tim  may reflect changing nearshore conditions in 
regions affected by deforestation, tectonic movement or sea-level change (Petchey et al. 2013:77). 
Further support for these hypotheses was obtained at the site of Bapot-1, on Saipan in the Mariana 
Islands, where estuarine Anadara antiquata shells from the earliest archaeological deposits had 14C 
offsets of up to 300 years, and δ13C values significantly different to reef dwelling animals (Petchey et 
al. 2017). Petchey et al. (2017:123) also suggested that this hardwater 14C offset could be variable in 
response to a drop in sea-level over the last 4000 years as indicated by a change in the archaeologica 
shellfish remains, and the palynological and geological evidence (Butler 1995, Dickinson 2000, 
Amesbury 2007).  
While changing 14C reservoirs and multiple carbon sources may seem to have obvious 
problems for our ability to develop precise shell radiocarbon chronologies for archaeological, 
geological and paleo-environmental research, the rev rs  may in fact be true. Identification of isotopic 
anomalies may prove to be immensely useful for documenting environmental change, while sites 
affected by hardwater should increase our ability to detect 14C offsets that would normally go 
undetected when evaluating animals that are in equilibri m with the global marine 14C reservoir. 
Moreover, by studying specific taxa that adapt to water conditions, rather than those that have narrow 













marine and estuarine 14C variation for bivalves from Bapot-1, and the first study investigating isotopic 
response to sea-level changes over the first 1000 years of Mariana settlement.  
 
1.1. Mariana Islands: environmental and archaeological evidence. 
The site of Bapot-1 is located in Lao Lao Bay on the southeast coast of Saipan, Northern 
Mariana Islands (Figure 1). To the east of the bay,k rst limestone bedrock dominates, while volcanic 
soils and bedrock are found to the west (Cloud 1959). Most of the available fresh groundwater on 
Saipan comes from the Mariana Limestone aquifer, th water level of which can fluctuate in response 
to tide and other changes in sea-level (Carruth 2003). Conventional understanding of reservoir offsets 
(Stuiver et al. 1986, Petchey et al. 2008) would suggest that water in Lao Lay Bay – well washed by 
northeast trade wind-generated waves (Houk et al. 2011:8) – should have dissolved inorganic carbon 
(DIC) 14C values in equilibrium with the open ocean. However, modern salinity profiles across the 
bay display a freshwater content that changes in response to tides and rainfall (Houk et al. 2011:4-5).  
Saipan has undergone both tectonic and hydro-isostatic sea-level change. Dickinson 
(2000:737) estimated an average of 1.75m emergence of the island since the mid-Holocene due to 
hydro-isostatic uplift in the interval between 4750 and 2250 BP. Athens and Ward (2005:53), refined 
this observation using radiocarbon dates and pollen curves from Lake Susupe, southwest Saipan. 
They placed the highstand at c. 3,000 BP, followed by rapid sea-level fall after c. 2,500 BP, finally 
reaching modern heights by about 1,500 years ago. A date of 2455-2298 cal. BP (68% prob.)2 
obtained from sediments on top of coral (the Merizo limestone that formed during the mid-Holocene 
highstand in Guam), indicated that reef building had declined and coastal infilling had begun (Athens 
and Ward 2005:26). This lowering sea-level almost cer ainly impacted on the local aquifers and has 
been cited as a causal factor behind changing mollusc remains in archaeological sites (Carson and 
Hung 2017), of note being an early dominance of Anadara antiquata followed by Strombus species c. 
AD 1000 (Butler 1995, Graves and Moore 1985; Leidemann 1980). Amesbury (2007) attributed this 
shift to associated changes in the distribution of mangroves, which would have impacted 
detrimentally on the Anadara antiquata living in these silty habitats.  
 
1.2. Shell Isotopes 
Most shellfish precipitate their shells in equilibrium with the isotopic signature of DIC from the 
waters they live in (marine carbonate δ13C = 0-2‰; Gupta and Polach 1985:114). This can however 
be complicated by “vital effects” (i.e., growth, diet and respiration) and specific habitat characteristics 
(McConnaughey et al. 1997; Lorrain et al. 2004). In particular, a small amount of carbon in shells 
(<10%)3 is dietary in origin (McConnaughey et al. 1997, McConnaughey and Gillikin 2008). For 
most studies, these effects are assumed to have little significant impact on the δ13C and δ18O since 
DIC dominates and dietary sources of carbon are typically in equilibrium with the consumer’s 
environment. It is, therefore, assumed that input of freshwater within an ocean environment should 
result in the depletion of shell 13C and 18O (Swart et al. 1983; Gat 1996:241, 255; Goewert et al. 2007; 
McConnaughey and Gillikin 2008), while increased productivity and CO2 atmospheric absorption in 
reef/intertidal locations may result in enrichment in 13C (Weber and Woodhead 1971; Watanabe et al. 
2006).  
The impact on 14C, however, is potentially more dramatic. The surface ocean DIC (down to 
around 200 m depth) has an apparent 14C age that is, on average, 410 years older than associ ted 
terrestrial materials (Stuiver et al. 1986). Consequently, in estuarine environments the introduction of 
terrestrial sources of DIC or particulate carbon from the absorption of atmospheric CO2, or the 
incorporation of freshwater from rivers, typically results in small shifts towards younger ages (c. -40 
years for 10% contribution from “modern” 14C) (Stuiver and Braziunas 1993; Southon et al. 2002; 
Guilderson et al. 2000). This shift (∆R) from the global marine reservoir is often undetectable in 
archaeological chronologies. Conversely, 10% “dead” 14C added to a modern shell will increase the 
age by c. 770 years. Old ages, caused by hardwater or he upwelling of 14C-depleted water, is a long-
recognised area of concern (Stuiver and Braziunas 1993, Dye 1994, Ingram and Southon 1996, 
                                                 
2 This date includes a regional reservoir correction (∆R) of 115 ± 50 14C years. Coral debris infilling the coral gave a conventional 
radiocarbon age (Beta-129463) of 2800 ± 60 14C years BP (Athens and Ward 1999:141). Using the ∆R of -55 ± 27 14C years calculated for 
marine DIC from the Bapot-1 research, Beta-129463 now calibrates to 2760-2400 cal. BP (95% prob.).  













Spenneman and Head 1998, Anderson et al. 2001, Culleton et al. 2006, Petchey and Ulm 2010, 
Petchey and Clark 2011, Holmquist et al. 2015). Less well-studied is the increase mobilization of 
aged carbon caused by human disturbance (Butman et al. 2014).  
Old shell 14C ages can be caused by a multitude of factors, including the incorporation of 
older “natural” shell deposits, disturbance of layers and upwelling of ancient marine waters. In the 
Pacific c. 25 percent of islands are limestone or alimestone composite (Nunn et al. 2016). However, 
the exact magnitude of error introduced by hardwater is considered to be dependent on the rate of 
water exchange with the open ocean (the “residence tim ”) and therefore on current flow, the 
presence of bays and lagoons, freshwater hydrology and geology (Gómez et al. 2008, Petchey et 
al.  2008) and cannot be predicted by the presence of limestone alone. Moreover, the impact on 
shellfish depends on the habitat and dietary preferences of specific species and their tolerances for 
low salinity waters (Ascough et al. 2005, Petchey et al. 2012, 2013, Holmquist et al. 2015, Lindauer et 
al. 2017). Estuarine shellfish are more likely to be influenced by hardwater because of their 
preference to inhabit sheltered bays with reduced water exchange with the open ocean, but many 
mollusc species are tolerant of a range of water conditi ns (Reimer 2014, Hogg et al. 1998) and it can 
be difficult to determine what samples to date and what ∆R is appropriate.  
In environments where extraneous influences on 14C are possible, shell δ18O and δ13C in 
combination with 14C can help identify the cause of this offset. This multiproxy approach to age 
determination is especially important when evaluating hardwater impact because δ13C approximates 
that of the source rocks (i.e., δ13C = 0‰) and is therefore masked, but decreased salinity and negative 
δ
13C values can be used to identify any non-marine influe ce on shellfish and, with older than 
expected 14C ages, confirm a hardwater effect. Using a range of pr xy data, short-term localised 
changes to 14C have been documented in estuaries due to anthropogenic interference (Sabatier et al. 
2010), rainfall (Culleton et al. 2006, Philippsen et al. 2013), changes to groundwater drainage and 
land usage (Gómez et al. 2008), upwelling (Petchey et al. 2008b), and to infer hardwater input 
(Petchey and Clark 2011).  
Longer term shifts in marine 14C between 4000- and 1900-years BP have been linked to 
changes in ocean circulation (Yu et al. 2010, Hua et l. 2015, Komugabe-Dixson et al. 2016), but are 
poorly studied over the period of human settlement of the Pacific. Consequently, modern validation 
studies and reservoir correction values (Hogg et al. 1998, Cook et al. 2004, Petchey and Clark 2010) 
may not be applicable to archaeological material. Unfortunately, the use of archaeological “paired” 
terrestrial (charcoal) and marine samples to test potential marine offsets (e.g., Clark et al. 2010, 
Carson 2010, 2017) and Bayesian approaches to ∆R calculation (Macario et al. 2015) are complicated 
by site disturbance, poorly consolidated sandy deposits and beach slopes with areal spread, variation 
in hydrology and coastline morphology (Petchey et al. 2017). 
 
2. Methodology 
In complicated situations where ∆R is likely to change regionally, over time and by taxa, a new 
methodology for dating sites is essential. Here we inv stigate the potential of a two-tiered approach to 
dating the site of Bapot-1. The first section investigates stable isotope variation in shell over time. The 
second involves selection of samples for dating based on the hypothesis that δ13C and δ18O can help 
detect estuarine versus marine influence on shells, and be used to establish a marine and estuarine ∆R 
offsets for the site. 
 
2.1. Sample selection 
Shells for δ13C, δ18O and 14C analysis were obtained from Unit 4, Block A excavations 
undertaken in 2008 (Figure 2). Radiocarbon ages from this unit range from 510 BP to 3810 BP (Clark 
et al. 2010). Shells were selected from archived samples excavated  by 10cm spits that followed the 
deposition layers; Layer I (Cat #22; depth 48/50-55 cm), Layer III (Cat #40, 49; depth 80-100 cm), 
Layer IV (Cat #67, 76, 84; depth 110-140 cm), Layer V (Cat #100, 108, 124, 132, 141; depth 150-210 
cm), Layer VI (Cat #149; depth 210-220 cm) and Layer VII (Cat #163, 166, 169, 174; depth 230-260 
cm). No samples from Layer II were analysed. The mollusc remains are discussed by O’Day (2015). 













Tridacna sp. [bivalves]; Trochus sp. (probably Tegulidae family), Turbo sp., Monetaria monetaria4, 




Figure 2: Stratigraphy of Block A, Bapot-1, North profile (Unit 1–Unit 3). 
 
Several of these taxa are considered problematic for 14C analysis especially in limestone 
locations because of the ingestion of carbonate, eiher directly or indirectly via algal grazing. These 
include Quidnipagus sp. (Tellina) (Dye 1994, Hogg et al. 1998), Cypraea sp. (Dye 1994), Strombus 
(Petchey et al. 2012, 2013), Trochus and Turbo spp. (Petchey et al. 2015). The interpretation of 14C 
results obtained from these algal grazing and deposit-feeding shellfish is complex; ingesting c. 10% 
ancient carbonate could impact on their age even thoug  their shell carbonate primarily comes from 
the marine waters they live in. Thus, their shell isotopes would appear marine but the shell could stil  
be influenced by old sources of carbon. Although terrig nous sediment found in Lao Lao Bay is 
derived from volcanic sources (Randall 1991), limestone rocks are exposed on the coast less than 1km 
from Bapot-1. We have included these taxa in the δ18O and δ13C analyses for comparison purposes, 
but do not consider here any 14C results on these animals. 
Gafrarium and Anadara occupy similar environmental niches. Gafrarium spp. are 
preferentially found in inner-lagoon and high intertidal regions within seagrass beds and mangrove 
forests (Baron and Clavier 1992; Tebano and Paulay 2000:9–10). A. antiquata are found in waters 
that are regularly exposed and submerged by tides. They also prefer less saline estuarine waters, but 
the taxa as a whole occupy niches in many different environments (Broom 1985:6-7). However, as 
individual species they do not tolerate change and quickly die once the environment changes 
(Davenport and Wong 1986). Gafrarium is much more tolerant of changing environmental conditions 
and has a lower salinity tolerance than A adara (Davenport and Wong 1986, McMahon 2003:488). 
Tridacninæ are found in reef locations and prefer full strength, clear seawater and will quickly die if 
exposed to brackish or freshwater for long periods (Ellis 1999, Hart et al. 1998). Petchey and Clark 
(2011) theorised that adult Tridacninæ may have elevated (i.e., younger) 14C values because in 
addition to filter-feeding they also obtain energy from photosynthetically derived carbohydrate via a 
symbiotic relationship with zooxanthellae. Unfortunately, we were not able to identify species in the 
Bapot-1 specimens, but all are small (<10cm) and are probably juveniles.  
To obtain a representative indication of isotopic spread across the estuarine and reef/marine 
environment, five shells of each taxa were sampled from every second spit for δ18O and δ13C analysis. 
                                                 
4 Also known as Cypraea monetaria. 













After stable isotope evaluation, specific shell samples were selected for 14C based on a prediction of 
estuarine or marine origin. Twenty-nine shell samples were taken for 14C analysis from throughout 
Unit 4 (layers III, IV, V and VI). Clark et al. (201 ) and Petchey et al. (2017) have already reported a 
number of 14C dates from Layer VII of Unit 4 (230-260cm), a further 2 charcoal dates were also 
obtained for comparison from Layer V (180-190cm) and Layer IV (130-140cm). This brings the total 
number of dates from Unit 4 to 42. The total includes short-lived charcoal (n=2), charcoal of unknown 
species (n=3), bird bone (n=1), Anadara (n=17), Gafrarium (n=13), Tridacna (n=5) and a Conus ring 
artefact (n=1).  
 
2.2. Pretreatment 
Bivalve shell is grown by successive addition of calcium carbonate from the umbo (hinge) 
to the ventral (lip) margin. Gastropod growth starts at the apex with the youngest material at the shell
lip and several years of growth is concentrated in the callus and columella6 providing well-averaged 
samples (Culleton et al. 2006:396). Ideally, dating the last few growth rings of bivalves or the 
callus/columella of gastropods will provide the 14C age at death. Where possible a sample c. 10 mm-
long and 4 mm-wide was taken parallel to the margin/lip of each shell using a Dremel® 3000 Rotary 
Tool fitted with a diamond wheel. This selection process is designed to avoid seasonal variation and 
give an average value comparable to the decadal resolution of the 14C calibration curves (Culleton et 
al. 2006, Petchey et al. 2008). Many of the gastropod samples from Bapot-1 were fragmentary and it 
was not possible to follow this sampling protocol in all instances. All shells sampled are naturally 
deposited as aragonite – avoiding isotopic differences between aragonite and calcite.7 
 
2.3. Stable Isotope Analysis. 
δ
13C and δ18O values were measured at the University of Waikato using a cavity ring-down 
CO2 isotope analyser (CRDS) (Los Gatos Research model CCIA-46). Phosphoric acid (102%) was 
added to each ground shell sample (0.42-0.5 mg) to evolve CO2. Samples were heated (72°C, ≥1 hr) 
to promote hydrolysis before stable isotope analysis. Pressure corrections were made using an in-
house standard of ground pipi shell (Paphies australis). IAEA (International Atomic Energy Agency) 
standards NBS-18 (calcite; δ13C=-5.014‰, δ18O =-23.2‰) and NBS-19 (limestone; δ13C=1.95‰, 
δ18O=-2.20‰) were used to construct a two-point isotope calibration curve and further evaluated 
using BDH (δ13C=-24.95‰, δ18O =-13.99‰) and Sigma (δ13C=-14.18‰, δ18O =-20.07‰) synthetic 
CaCO3 standards (Beinlich et al. 2017, Table 2). A drift correction was made after every two samples 
using 1500 ppm CO2 reference gas. δ
13C and δ18O values are reported as ‰ V-PDB, and the standard 
deviation of 0.4‰ was determined using sample reproducibility of duplicate measurements. Where 
possible all δ18O and δ13C results previously reported in Clark et al. (2010) and Petchey et al. (2017) 
run by IRMS (Isotope Ratio Mass Spectrometry) were r -measured by CRDS to ensure consistency. 
 
2.4. Radiocarbon Dates 
Samples for 14C were prepared in the AMS facility at the Radiocarbon Dating Laboratory, 
University of Waikato. Shell (< 3 mm fragments, 35–4  mg) were etched in 0.1M HCl at 80°C to 
remove c. 45% of the surface (Burr et al. 1992), and then tested for recrystallization by Feigl staining 
(Friedman 1959) to make sure only aragonite was preent in the shell. CO2 was collected from shells 
by reaction with 85% H3PO4 and cryogenically separated CO2 was reduced to graphite with H2 at 
550°C using an iron catalyst. Pressed graphite was analysed at the Keck Radiocarbon Dating 
Laboratory, University of California (Southon and Santos [2007] and references therein). Six primary 
OxII standards were used to set up and tune the AMSsystem as well as to normalize the 14C/12C ratios 
(c.f., Santos et al. 2007). One blank [in-house Carrar  marble blank (Fm = 0.002)] and an in-house 
shell (Tridacna) standard (Fm = 0.686; c. 3028-year BP) were used for background correction and 
                                                 
6 Callus is the thick, shiny secondary deposit of shell around the opening. Columella is the central coiling axis of the shell. 
7 A difference in δ18O between calcite and aragonite occurs in some shellfi  that deposit CaCO3 in both forms (Rick et al. 2006). This has 















quality control. All 14C results were fractionation-corrected using the online AMS  δ13C values which 




259 shells were sampled for 18O and 13C. Results are summarised in Table 1 and Figure 3 
with individual values given in Supplementary Tables 1 and 2. Radiocarbon dates from Unit 4 are 
given in Supplementary Table 3 and summarised in Figure 5. All radiocarbon dates were calibrated in 




Figure 3. Average and standard deviation of δ13C and δ18O values of shellfish from Bapot-1 by layer. The gry bar marks the modelled δ13C 
of the modern surface ocean DIC around Saipan (between 1.3 and 1.7‰) after Tagliabue and Bopp (2008, Fig. 2). The dashed box 




Layer I II III IV V VI VII 
Species Anadara antiquata 
Average  δ13C (‰) -1.55 - -1.22 -1.22 -0.43 -0.47 -0.46 
δ13C Standard Deviation 0.82 - 0.85 1.01 0.71 0.73 0.88 
Average δ18O (‰) -0.24 - -1.22 -0.88 -0.36 0.07 -0.35 
δ18O Standard Deviation 0.50 - 0.31 0.77 0.57 0.88 0.63 
Number of Samples 2* - 7 10 10 5 23*** 
Species Gafrarium pectinatum 
Average δ13C (‰) 1.58 - 1.44 0.42 1.46 2.27 1.00 
δ13C Standard Deviation 0.47 - 1.17 1.91 0.10 0.78 1.46 
Average δ18O (‰) -1.44 - -1.92 -1.41 -1.41 -1.30 -1.31 
δ18O Standard Deviation 0.62 - 0.58 0.61 0.62 0.29 0.48 
Number of Samples 5 - 10 10 10 5 5 
Species Quidnipagus palatam 
Average δ13C (‰) 0.93 - 0.39 -0.29 -0.21 0.07 -0.61 
δ13C Standard Deviation 1.15 - 1.37 0.21 0.73 1.40 0.51 
Average δ18O (‰) -1.37 - -1.52 -1.07 -0.81 -1.50 -1.20 
δ18O Standard Deviation 0.50 - 0.74 0.21 0.76 0.41 0.33 
Number of Samples 5 - 5 2 5 5 5 
Species Tridacna sp. 
Average δ13C (‰) 2.94 - - 2.38 2.09 - 1.89 
δ13C Standard Deviation 0.27 - - 0.37 0.38 - 0.13 
Average δ18O (‰) -0.58 - - -0.74 0.25 - -0.39 
δ18O Standard Deviation 0.37 - - 0.51 0.31 - 0.31 
Number of Samples 2 - -** 3 1 - 1 
Species Monetaria monetaria 
Average δ13C (‰) 1.01 - 2.65 1.29 2.33 - 2.20 
δ13C Standard Deviation 0.46 - 0.90 0.64 0.90 - 1.10 













δ18O Standard Deviation 0.38 - 0.44 0.30 0.52 - 0.80 
Number of Samples 1 - 4 4 10 - 10 
Species Canarium mutabulis 
Average δ13C (‰) 1.36 - 2.04 1.29 1.44 - 1.97 
δ13C Standard Deviation 1.20 - 0.76 0.79 0.94 - 0.95 
Average δ18O (‰) -0.63 - -0.19 -0.76 -0.16 - 0.0 
δ18O Standard Deviation 0.41 - 0.47 0.47 0.55 - 0.70 
Number of Samples 5 - 6 10 14 - 10 
Species Trochus sp. 
Average δ13C (‰) - - 2.34 3.86 1.85 - 1.95 
δ13C Standard Deviation - - 0.41 0.90 0.54 - 0.36 
Average δ18O (‰) - - 0.12 -0.55 -0.69 - 0.08 
δ18O Standard Deviation - - 0.30 0.80 1.01 - 0.39 
Number of Samples - - 1 3 4 - 1 
Species Turbo sp. 
Average δ13C (‰) 3.19 - 3.55 3.21 2.80 - 3.89 
δ13C Standard Deviation 0.35 - 0.70 0.59 0.96 - 0.49 
Average δ18O (‰) -0.14 - -0.10 -0.10 -0.52 - -0.13 
δ 18O Standard Deviation 0.34 - 0.78 0.46 0.68 - 0.52 
Number of Samples 5 - 9 10 13 - 3 
Table 1: Average δ13C and δ18O and associated standard deviations for each shell taxa recovered from layers I to VII.  
* 14C dates on both samples indicate they do not originate from this layer and probably come from layers V to II. 
** Tridacna was found in this layer but none were available for analysis. 




Disturbance in the top c. 1.5m of the site (layers IV and above) presented difficulties when 
evaluating change in 18O and 13C over time. However, pockets of indurated sand, first encountered in 
Layer III and increasing in induration downwards through VI and VII, would have limited mixing 
between earlier and later activities. This is supported by ceramic finds within these layers (Winter 
2015); thin red-slipped pottery from carinated jars, including some “Achuago Incised” and “San 
Roque” sherds, were found in layers V, VI and VII.8 Thick-walled, red-slipped ceramics and grey 
thick-walled ceramics from flat based trays start to appear in the upper levels of Layer IV (c. 150cm) 
(Winter 2015:174, Figure 59). Increasing quantities of thick-walled/red ceramics start to appear in 
layers III and II, but only a handful of early thinware ceramics were recovered (Winter 2015; Table 3) 
indicating minor upward displacement of this early material. We, therefore, conclude that these lower 
layers are uncontaminated by younger material and c be used to evaluate hardwater and species-
specific offsets.  
Shellfish taxa also change over time. Anadara antiquata numbers drop significantly from 
Layer III (100cm) upwards, and are rare by Layer I (2 values in Layer I [4.2% of shells in layer], 25 
valves [18%] in Layer III, 109 valves [12%] in Layer IV, 521 valves [27%] in Layer V; 185 valves 
[26%] in Layer VI, and 108 valves [21%] in Layer VII) (O’Day 2015). Throughout the sequence, the 
number of individual specimens (NSIP) of gastropods and bivalves tend to show a similar trend with a 
trough at c. 170-190cm (lower spits of Layer IV). A change was also found in the upper levels of 
Layer IV (110-140cm) where bivalves – primarily Gafrarium spp. – become dominant (Figure 4), 
while shellfish numbers generally drop by half (O’Day 2015:182). The possibility that a high 
proportion of the shell material in the upper layers (layers III to I) could have been re-deposited from 
the earlier layers, was not apparent until 14C dates were obtained. Consequently, the following 
evaluation of shellfish isotopes and magnitude of hardwater offset concentrates on layers V to VII.  
 
                                                 
8 San Roque decoration consists of stamped circles. Achuago ceramics may be slipped in red, black or buff; decoration consists of parallel 
incised lines in rectilinear or curved patterns around the neck of the pot with spaces filled with stamped circles or punctuations. Both styles 
had lime filled decoration and similar vessel shapes – round bottoms with small carination’s and everted rims. The relationship between 
both styles is unclear, but Rainbird (2004:82-83) considered it likely that San Roque ceramics were younger because the decorative elements 














Figure 4: Shellfish number of individual specimens (NISP) for all units, Bapot-1. A) Change over 
time in Anadara shells. B) Change over time in bivalves relative to gastropods (univalves).  
 
3.1. Layers V to VII 
The gastropods (Canarium mutabulis, Trochus sp., Turbo sp., and Monetaria monetaria) are 
found in sandy and rocky shore sub-tidal and reef slope environments, and are herbivorous animals 
that could potentially ingest sediment (Poutiers 1998, Dumas et al. 2017). The δ13C values of Turbo 
and M. monetaria shells are enriched by 1-2‰ relative to ocean water values (3.99±0.96‰ and 
2.27±0.95‰ respectively; see Figure 3), in keeping with reported enrichment for shells from lagoons 
with high productivity (Romanek et al. 1992). Trochus and C. mutabulis have lower average δ13C 
values (1.87±0.37‰ and 1.63±0.92‰ respectively). There is no obvious change between layers V to 
VII, though δ13C values for all the gastropod taxa tend to be more va iable than the bivalves (Table 1) 
and may reflect diet, seasonality, daily changes associated with phytoplankton bloom and decay, 
habitat preferences and/or possible age-related preferences (adults versus juveniles). The gastropod 
δ
18O values cluster around -0.39‰ indicating a consistent and more saline habitat temperature for 
these animals. 
The Tridacna spp. results (average = 1.91±0.14‰) are also higher than the ocean water δ13C. 
Juvenile Tridacna get most of their metabolic carbon from filter feeding, so it is unlikely that there 
was any significant influence from atmospheric CO2 as is possible in larger clams. δ
18O values are 
also uniform (average = -0.07±0.45‰) and support growth in a marine habitat. 
 Overall, the δ18O values for A. antiquata average -0.30±0.56‰ (ranging from -1.67‰ to 
0.94‰); similar to the reef shellfish. Anadara are the most 13C depleted of all shellfish studied 
(average = -0.45±0.75‰; ranging from -1.45 to 1.61‰). This may be explained by their tendency to 
favour mangrove locations where increased 12C from the decay of organic matter could have result d 
in more negative δ13C values; only one individual out of 38 had a δ13C equivalent to the average 
ocean value (1.3-1.7‰) for this location (Wk-45616 from Layer VII; δ13C = 1.61±3.5‰, δ18O = -
0.11±4.0‰).  
The isotope composition of Gafrarium pectinatum is very different to the other bivalves. The 
δ18O values (average = -1.35±0.42‰) are indicative of less saline waters. The δ13C value ranged from 
-0.99‰ to 2.72‰ (average = 1.55±1.13‰), with 11 outf 20 shells sampled having a δ13C above 
1.7‰. Quidnipagus have similar δ18O values (average = -1.17±57‰) to Gafrarium but lower δ13C 
(average = -0.25±86‰; ranging from -1.45‰ to 2.31‰) relative to the average ocean value, with 
only one value above 1.3‰. These taxa are found in coarse sandy environs (Poutiers 1998), and have 
deposit-feeding behaviours which may be responsible for the observed δ13C.   
Using the average ocean δ13C value of 1.3-1.7‰ (after Tagliabue and Bopp 2008) as a divider 
between “estuarine” and “marine” water DIC values, we selected for dating two “estuarine” G. 
pectinatum (Wk-45922, δ13C = -0.99‰; Wk-45904, δ13C = 0.97‰) and two “marine” G. pectinatum 
valves (Wk-45919, δ13C = 2.23‰; Wk-45903, δ13C = 2.09‰) and one indeterminate (Wk-45888, 
δ13C = 1.47‰) G. pectinatum valve. Six A. antiquata shells have previously been dated from these 
lower layers (Clark et al. 2010, Petchey et al. 2017) and all have δ13C values below the ocean average 













antiquata 14C dates with δ13C values ranging from the lowest (-1.45‰, Wk-45617), to the highest 
available (1.61‰, Wk-45616). Two Tridacna shells considered to represent marine water conditi s 
were also dated; Wk-45892 from Layer V (δ13C = 2.09‰) and Wk-45928 from Layer VI (δ13C = 
1.89‰). A previously dated Conus sp. ring (Wk-23771) has a δ13C value of 0.57‰ but is excluded 
from this comparison. This selected division between marine and estuarine DIC may be too low given 
the likely seawater-shell (aragonite) enrichment for shells (Romanek et al. 1992) and a decline (<1‰) 
in modern marine surface δ13C DIC caused by the burning of fossil fuels in the 19th century onwards 
(the Suess effect) (Böhm et al. 1996). 
Three charcoal dates are available from Unit 4, layers V to VII; Wk-23768, SANU-55717 and 
SANU-11619. All three are statistically indistinguishable (2958±18 BP; χ2 2:0.05 = 4.31 < 5.99; 
GSD=44.75), but only SANU-11619 is a date on a short-lived nut suitable for reservoir age 
comparison. Using this nutshell age of 2985 ± 30 BP, a ∆R for each shell species was calculated 
(Table 2). Figure 5 shows the ∆R 14C values for all three shellfish species plotted against δ13C. The 
two “marine” Gafrarium (Wk-45919 and Wk-45903) have ∆R values in-keeping with our marine 
hypothesis as do the Tridacna shells and Anadara shell; Wk-45616. Combined, these marine samples 
have a ∆R of -55±27 14C years, which is equivalent to ∆R values obtained from corals for the period 
between 2500 and 3000 BP for the eastern Australian co stline (average 21 values = -84 ± 69 14C 
years) (Hua et al. 2015, Komugabe-Dixson et al. 2016).9 Using the δ13C division we calculate an 
average “estuarine” value of 197±43 14C years. This suggests a c. 250-year difference between 
estuarine and open ocean (marine) shells. When these shellfish were alive the input of ancient DIC 
into the Lao Lao Bay would have had to be less than5% to shift the ages by this much (5% addition 




Chi squared statisticsb Environmental 
division 
Environmental ∆R 
Anadara “estuarine” 13C”  203±15 χ2 9:0.05 = 14.46 < 16.92; GSD = 
31.83 
  
Estuarine ∆R=197±12; χ2 12:0.05 = 
12.16<21.03; GSD = 42.83 
Gafrarium “estuarine” 
13C”  










∆R=-55±18; χ2 4:0.05 = 
1.75<9.49; GSD = 26.74 
Anadara “marine 13C” -32±42 - 
 
  
Tridacna -70±28 χ2 1:0.05 = 1.13 < 3.84; GSD = 
42.43 
  
Table 2: Average ∆R for each shellfish taxa studied from Bapot-1, Unit 4, layers VI to VII. ∆R calculated using 
http://calib.org/deltar/ (Reimer and Reimer 2017). 
 
                                                 
9 Three ∆R values on pre-AD 1950 shells are recorded for the Mariana Islands (Petchey and Clark 2010), but all are gastropods and are 
questionable due to limited documentation and possible ingestion of limestone and are, therefore, considered unsuitable for calculating a 














Figure 5. δ13C versus 14C offset (∆R) showing isotopic separation between estuarine and marine 
shellfish from Bapot-1 (layers V to VII) 
 
3.2. Layer IV 
A similar isotope pattern for the reef gastropods is found in Layer IV (Table 1 and Figure 3). Turbo 
and Trochus have higher δ13C values (average = 3.21±0.56‰ and 3.86±0.73‰). M. monetaria  and C. 
mutabulis δ13C values are, however, low (average = 1.28±0.65‰ and 1.29±0.77‰) compared to the 
average ocean value. Tridacna results are similarly elevated relative to ocean water δ13C with 
comparable values to the earlier layers (average δ13C = 2.38±0.37‰; average δ18O = -0.74±0.52‰). 
 The G. pectinatum shells from Layer IV are more depleted in 13C (δ13C average = 
0.42±1.96‰) than lower layers, with an extreme range of values (5.35‰ to -1.45‰). If the extreme 
positive δ13C is excluded the average value is -0.13±0.97‰ which is similar to those obtained on A.
antiquata (average = -0.45±75‰) in layers V to VII. There is no significant change in δ18O (average 
= -1.40±0.50‰). Suspecting instrument drift, we re-sampled these shells and the isotope results were 
confirmed (Supplementary Table 3). This isotopic shift is short-lived and only found in Layer IV and 
only in the Gafrarium shells (Figure 3). The average δ13C value for Anadara from Layer IV is -
1.22±87‰, which is slightly lower than shells from layers V to VII. Again, there is no significant 
change in δ18O (-0.88±54‰). The two valves of Quidnipagus have similar isotope results to the upper 
layers (δ13C = -0.29±0.15‰; δ18O = -1.07±0.14‰). 
Using the same “marine” and “estuarine” δ13C division as before, only one Gafrarium was 
clearly marine (Wk-45855, δ13C = 5.35‰). One sample, (Wk-45684) was borderline (δ13C = 1.45‰). 
The remaining eight had estuarine values. Wk-45855, Wk-45684, Wk-45861 (δ13C = -1.19‰) and 
Wk-45862 (δ13C = -0.76‰) were selected for dating and ∆R calculation. None of the Anadara shells 
from Layer IV had marine δ13C signatures, but since Anadara from this layer had not previously been 
dated we selected two with δ13C extremes for comparison (Wk-45871, δ13C = 0.71‰; Wk-45867, 
δ13C = -2.27‰). Two Tridacna shells considered to represent marine conditions were also dated; Wk-
45847 (δ13C = 2.13‰) and Wk-45866 (δ13C = 2.81‰). Only one charcoal value was available from 













for comparison is not ideal, but the 14C age is comparable to charcoal dates from similar contexts in 
neighbouring excavation units (Figure 8).  
Three of the Gafrarium valves with estuarine δ13C values have elevated ∆R (Wk-45861 = 
322±76, Wk-45862 = 195±76 and Wk-45864 = 660 ±76 14C years). Similarly, the Anadara valves 
have ∆R values of 304±76 (Wk-45867) and 533 ±74 (Wk-45871) 14C years. Two of these ∆R offsets 
are much larger (Anadara; Wk-45871 and Gafrarium; Wk-45864) than those calculated for shells 
from layers V to VII. The cause of these two extreme values is difficult to evaluate. This variation, 
may reflect the unstable reservoir situation as sea-level dropped, mobilising old sediment and 
drainage of the Mariana Limestone aquifer, and would s ggest some variability in the hardwater input 
at this time. However, while a hardwater offset canbe evoked, evidence from the site suggests mixing 
with earlier (layers V to VII) activity is possible. Wk-45864 and Wk-45871 both come from 130-
140cm depth; initial signs of disturbance were recoded in the field at the 140cm interface with 
material from Layer V. Upward displacement is consistent with material evidence elsewhere in the 
site. Excluding the two extremes the average estuarine ∆R value (274±44; χ2 2:0.05 = 1.64 < 5.99; 
GSD=68.72) is comparable to that calculated for layers V to VII.  
Two Tridacna have ∆R offsets of -82±76 and -44±75 14C years. Combined with the “marine” 
Gafrarium sample (Wk-45855; -39±75 14C years) we calculate a value of -55±44 14C years (χ2 2:0.05 = 
0.19< 5.99; GSD=30.41) in-keeping with the marine correction value for layers V to VII. This 
suggests there has been no noticeable change in the open marine reservoir.  
 
4. The Chronology of Bapot-1 
 
4.1. Shell chronology with marine/estuarine ∆R
Figure 6a highlights the problem of applying a uniform ∆R correction (in this instance 0) to all shell 
dates from Bapot-1, Unit 4. In this example, the chronology of the earliest deposits is spread over c. 
500 years with later deposits (Layer IV upwards) showing greater spread in ages. Without careful 
evaluation of the site and material culture it is possible to argue that these deposits are disturbed. 
However, if we apply the estuarine and marine ∆R values to Gafrarium and Anadara shells based on 
δ13C, the chronology changes dramatically. Figure 6b shows the revised chronology of Unit 4 where 
Bayesian modelling has been undertaken. Here dates have been arranged in phases corresponding 
with the depositional layers (Bronk Ramsey 2009a). A sequential boundary separates layers IV and V 
corresponding to a gap in the 14C ages and the major ceramic change identified by Winter (2015). The 
internal consistency of the calibrated ages was tested using a General t-type Outlier Model that 
enables outliers to be either too young or too old,and down-weighs their influence in the model 
(Bronk Ramsey 2009b). All dates were assigned a prior outlier probability of 0.05. Calibrated ages 
before the model parameters have been applied (“prior obability values”) are shown as unfilled 
outlines. Posterior probability values after the model has been applied are shown in black. All 

















Figure 6. Charcoal and shell radiocarbon dates from Unit 4. A) Uncorrected for ∆R. B) Bayesian 
sequence model showing shell calibrated ages using δ13C determined average “estuarine” (<) and 
“marine” (>) ∆R values of 197±43 14C years and -55±27 14C years. 68% and 95% error margins are 
indicated by bars under each age distribution. The notation [O:2/5] indicates a 2% posterior 
probability of being an outlier in the model. Combine Anadara* = SANU-11901 + SANU-11748; 
Combine Anadara** = SANU-11750 + SANU-11902. 
 
 
In this model (Figure 6b), only charcoal date Wk-23768 from Layer VII is identified as an outlier 
(7%). This result is slightly younger than the associated shell and bird dates. Rather than reflecting 
stratigraphic displacement, this offset could be caused by the large number of shell ages influenced by 
hardwater. This result has minor impact on the model in these lower layers as indicated by high 
convergence values (>95%) for boundaries and individual dates generated by the OxCal MCMC 
algorithms. However, by Layer IV major issues with the chronology start to appear. Two major 
(>20%) outliers (Wk-45871; 52% and Wk-45864; 71%), and one minor outlier (Wk-45862; 13%) are 
identified (Supplementary Table 4). By Layer III two major outliers are excluded from the model 
100% of the time (Wk-45837 and Wk-45834). These outliers all appear to be of similar age to the 
earliest shell dates and upward movement of objects is in-keeping with other material finds at the site. 
These outliers have a major impact on the convergence values for the boundary ages (End IV/Start III 
= 84.6%; End III/Start I = 84.9%) indicating many different incompatible solutions to the model at 
these points (Supplementary Table 4).  
Removing the five major (>20%) outliers from the model (i.e., Wk-45819, Wk-45834, Wk-
45837, Wk-45864 and Wk-45871) improves the convergence values (Supplementary Table 5). 
Overall, these results suggest two major periods of use (Figure 7 and Table 3); the first represented by 
layers VII, VI and V dated to 3240-2910 cal. BP, followed by a period of at least 140 years with no 
evidence of activity in this unit. The second period of activity is represented by layers IV and III, 
starting c. 2830 cal. BP and ending around 2400 cal. BP. Dates from Layer I display considerable 
variability with ages congruent with earlier layers a  well as material dating to 1550-1390 cal. BP 

















Figure 7: Bayesian sequence model for Unit 4, Bapot-1 excluding major (>20%) outliers. Highstand 
and sea-level stabilisation dates based on Athens and Ward (2005). Merizo infill coral date = 2760-
2400 cal. BP. 
 
 
 Modelled calibrated age 68% probability 
Modelled calibrated age 
95% probability 
Boundary Start Layer VII 3200-3140 3240-3130 
Boundary Layer VII/VI 3170-3120 3190-3100 
Boundary Layer VI/V 3160-3100 3170-3080 
Boundary End Layer V 3130-3030 3160-2910 
Interval 290 to 440-year gap 140 to 510-year gap 
Boundary Start Layer IV 2760-2670 2830-2590 
Boundary Layer IV/III 2650-2540 2670-2470 
Boundary Layer III/I 2590-2460 2640-2400 
Wk-23751 nut 1530-1410 1550-1390 













Wk-45820 Gafrarium 550-490 610-460 
Boundary End Layer I 460-110 490-0 
Table 3: Chronology for Unit 4, Block A excavations following exclusion of major (>20%) outliers.  
 
 
4.2 Charcoal chronology 
If the chronological model for Unit 4 based largely on shell dates suggest the earliest occupation starts 
in the interval 3240-2910 cal. BP with renewed activity beginning around 2830 cal. BP, can this time 
gap be corroborated using other dating evidence from other excavation units at Bapot-1? 
  Figure 8 shows calibrated charcoal dates from the 2008 Block A excavations (includes 
unpublished charcoal dates (Clark unpublished data) s well as values reported in Petchey et al. 
[2017] and Clark et al. [2011]). These charcoal dates are grouped into four “phases” based on age and 
approximate stratigraphic relationship; the loose sandy soil, vertical movement of small samples, and 
possible inbuilt age in the charcoal, complicates the correlation between different excavation units. In 
this chronological model, three dates are identified as minor outliers with little impact on the model 
convergence values; Wk-23751 (6%), Wk-23752 (6%) and Wk-23760 (6%) (Supplementary Table 6). 
The earliest occupation starts 3290 cal. BP and ends by 2940 cal. BP, which corresponds to the 
modelled shell ages for layers VII to V. This is followed by a short hiatus of at least 320 years with 
renewed activity indicated after 2690 cal. BP. Subsequent activity starts 1890 cal. BP, and continues 
up until 510 cal. BP (modelled boundary ranges are giv n in Table 4).  
This chronological pattern is similar to that modelled for Unit 4 which is based mainly on 
shell ages, except that the second phase of activity (represented by Layer IV) occurs after 2830 cal. 
BP (Figures 7 and 8). This additional c. 140-year difference between the shell and charcoal 
chronologies could be caused by an increase in the hardwater offset; two dates on Tridacna (Wk-
45847 and Wk-45866) are the only non-estuarine shellfish dated from this layer and they give 
unmodeled ∆R corrected ages of 2670-2370 cal. BP and 2700-2440 cal. BP. This lends support to a 
slightly later date for the second phase of activity and suggests that the recorded negative shift and 
increased variability in δ13C for Gafrarium shells in Layer IV reflects changes in the nearshore 
environment that have resulted in an under-correction for hardwater input at this time. This 















Figure 8: Charcoal 14C dates from Bapot-1, Block A excavations, divided into Phases 1-4. UC = unpublished 
radiocarbon dates; U = Unit; I-VI = layer designation.  
 
 Modelled calibrated age 68% probability 
Modelled calibrated age 
95% probability 
Boundary Start 1 3260-3200 3290-3170 
Boundary End 1 3060-2980 3130-2940 
Interval 470 to 650-year gap 320 to 720-year gap 
Boundary Start 2 2520-2390 2690-2360 
Boundary End 2 2070-1920 2110-1810 
Interval 310 to 590-year gap 70 to 650-year gap 
Boundary Start 3 1630-1410 1890-1380 
Boundary End 3 1220-1020 1250-800 
Interval 160 to 560-year gap 0 to 610-year gap 



















This research has a number of significant findings of interest to those studying the age of first 
colonisation of Remote Oceania, and to researchers wo ldwide who use shells for chronological 
control: 
 
1. Our results indicate that 13C is a useful tool to differentiate between marine and estuarine 
influence on tropical filter-feeding bivalves. At Bapot-1 these δ13C differences are likely to be 
caused by uptake of DIC derived from decayed plant matter within the mangrove 
environment that Anadara and Gafrarium favour. Conversely, reef bivalves such as Tridacna 
sp. primarily incorporate DIC from ocean water. Our research suggests a minimum value of 
1.7‰ to separate estuarine and marine influence in the Bapot-1 shells. One Gafrarium 
pectinatum sample from Layer III (Wk-45837; δ13C = 1.90‰, 3442±15 BP) does not conform 
to the proposed δ13C/14C division. If a marine ∆R correction is applied the resultant calibrated 
age would make it the oldest shell recovered (3480-3290 cal. BP). We conclude that this 
sample is most likely displaced from layers V to VII or from a natural source. 
2. δ18O is a useful indicator of major freshwater input, but interpretation is complicated by 
temperature fluctuations in these near-shore enviroments. 
3. An apparent estuarine δ13C value for shellfish, even in limestone environments, does not 
necessarily guarantee a hardwater effect – this has to be based on the weight of geological, 
archaeological and hydrological evidence as well as the ecology of the shells dated. 
Moreover, in regions where there is no limestone, 5% terrestrial (modern) carbon (resulting in 
an offset of c. -20 years) would be masked by the dat precision.  
4. Based on shell isotopes and geological and hydrological observations, it is probable that 
“hardwater” has influenced the Bapot-1 estuarine shellfish. This conclusion remains 
unchanged from that given in Petchey et al. (2017). Because mangroves hold any freshwater 
discharge from the aquifer close to the coastline it is likely that water conditions will be 
highly specific to the immediate environment (Miklavic 2011:40). This, combined with the 
mix of limestone and volcanic geologies across the Mariana Islands and variable drainage 
(Mink & Vacher 1997; Stafford et al.  2005), negates a uniform ∆R value across the region 
for any shellfish in the estuarine zone.  
5. Open marine filter-feeding species such as Tridacna, which do not tolerate freshwater, have a 
∆R (-55±27 14C years) that differs little from the Pacific average of -84 ± 69 14C years for the 
period between 2500 and 3000 cal. BP (Komugabe-Dixson et al. 2016). Our research suggests 
∆R will be more uniform for bivalves that prefer marine habitats, but this has yet to be tested 
across multiple islands. 
6. We calculate an average “estuarine” ∆R offset of 197±43 14C years at c. 3200 cal. BP. This 
250-year difference between estuarine and open ocean (m rine) shells is equivalent to c. 3% 
input of ancient DIC into the Lao Lao Bay. By c. 2690 years ago there is a change in the 
estuarine reservoir as indicated by shifting δ13C of Gafrarium shells and an increased offset 
between charcoal and Anadara and Gafrarium dates. This ties in with a 14C date on the 
Merizo limestone infill interpreted by Athens and Ward (1999) to indicate that reef building 
had declined and coastal infilling had begun following a rapid drop in sea-level. 
7. We have identified little change over time in the Anadara antiquata δ13C values. Anadara sp. 
do not tolerate change (Davenport and Wong 1986) and if they quickly die once the 
environment changes as hypothesised, it makes sensethat they will disappear before isotopic 
signals of change can be detected. By Layer IV the numbers of Anadara are dropping and by 
Layer III they are largely extirpated from this location, though occasional harvesting is still 
possible as indicated by ANU-4771 (1040±110 BP; δ13C =0.9‰) reported by Bonhomme and 













8. Gafrarium sp. are more tolerant of changing environmental conditions and have a higher 
tolerance to low salinity waters (McMahon 2003) so should give us a greater potential for 
tracking change in the nearshore environment. Gafrarium pectinatum δ13C values from Layer 
IV are on average more negative and varied than lower deposits, indicating a significant 
change to their habitat after 2830 years ago; a time when they begin to dominate over 
Anadara. Similar shifts towards more negative δ13C values have been attributed to change in 
vegetation type (Surge et al. 2003), the decay of phytoplankton (Hong et al. 1996), or changes 
to local water source (Swart et al. 1996, Surge et al. 2003). Theoretically, the loss of 
mangrove habitats caused by declining sea-level should have resulted in a movement to more 
positive δ13C values as mangroves (δ13C =-27‰) were replaced by seagrass (δ13C =-16.3 to -
7.3‰) (values taken from Surge et al. 2003). This would result in a gradual change to isotopic 
conditions in the nearshore environment. Addition of quantities of freshwater could result in 
eutrophic conditions due to the decomposition of plant material, but seems less plausible in 
the wide-open Lao Lao Bay. If there was a significant change in the amount of rainfall or 
drainage of the limestone aquifer, a concomitant shif in δ18O would be expected, which is not 
the case for the shells from Bapot-1. However, discrepancy between estuarine shell and 
charcoal dates c. 2500 years ago (Layer IV/Phase 2) supports the hypothesis of changing 
nearshore conditions. 
9. There is disturbance at Bapot-1 but this is restricted to the upper spits of Layer V and above 
and does not appear in the artefact distribution or shellfish ages until Layer IV.  
10. A comparison of shell and charcoal dates suggests earliest use of the site started after 3290 
years ago, similar to the 3230–3085 cal. BP (95% probability) earliest settlement age 
calculated by Rieth and Athen’s (2017) for the Mariana Islands as a whole. After a short 
hiatus of at least 140 years this was followed with renewed activity at Bapot-1 during a time 
when the offshore reefs were declining and coastal infilling was underway as sea-level fell 
rapidly (Figures 7 and 8). 
11. The use of δ18O and δ13C evaluation before 14C measurement is more cost-effective than the 
usual hit and miss process of dating shellfish based on habitat and species assumptions, 
especially in problematic environments affected by hardwater. Stable isotopic data also adds 
to our understanding of processes impacting on the people living at the site and is a valuable 
addition to the archaeological interpretation. 
 
6. Conclusion 
Our research has reaffirmed that shells with known estuarine ecologies, such as Anadara antiquata 
and Gafrarium pectinatum, could be affected by sources of terrestrial carbon which could adversely 
affect Pacific archaeological chronologies. The suitability of these shellfish for 14C dating can, 
however, be assessed using  δ18O and δ13C. In areas where limestone is present, selecting shells that 
reflect oceanic isotopic conditions provides the best means to obtain reliable ages.  
 Isotopic and species habitat and dietary information combined with hydrological, geological 
and oceanographic information support the conclusions f Petchey et al. (2017) that hardwater 
affected both Anadara and Gafrarium shells from the early contact site of Bapot-1 on the island of 
Saipan. This late chronology has multiple and far-reaching implications for our theories about 
population origins, movement and health, technological adaptation, domestication, and environmental 
impact throughout Oceania. With appropriate reservoir c rrections for marine and estuarine 14C 
reservoirs, both charcoal and shell chronologies for Bapot-1 are brought into congruence and indicate 
that first settlement occurred after 3290 years ago, followed by a short hiatus and renewed activity 
after 2690 years ago. 
 Evaluation of the δ13C of different shellfish taxa over time has also enabled us to recognise a 
significant change to the nearshore environment starting c. 2690 years ago, most likely associated the 
loss of mangrove habitats and draining of freshwater from the island limestone aquifer, as sea-level 
fell during the mid-Holocene. While most shellfish found these conditions intolerable, Gafrarium 
pectinatum were able to survive and become the dominant shellfish gathered, providing a means by 
















This research was undertaken thanks to funding from the University of Waikato Research and 
Enterprise office awarded to Petchey and Clark and  Summer School research grant awarded to 
Ingrid Lindeman. Fieldwork was supported by an Australian Research Council Discovery Grant to 
Clark (DP0771841). We also thank the Historic Preservation Office on Saipan for permission to 














Amesbury, J.R., 2007. Mollusk collecting and environmental change during the prehistoric period in 
the Mariana Islands. Coral Reefs 26(4), 947-958. 
 
Anderson, A., Higham, T.G.F., Wallace, R., 2001. The radiocarbon chronology of the Norfolk Island 
archaeological sites. Records of the Australian Museum (Supplement) 27, 33–42. 
 
Ascough, P.L., Cook G.T., Dugmore A.J., Scott E.M., Freeman S.P.H.T., 2005. Influence of mollusk 
species on marine ∆R determinations. Radiocarbon 47(3), 433–440. 
 
Athens, J.S., Ward J.V., 1999. Paleoclimate, vegetation, and landscape change on Guam: The Laguas 
Core. In: Dixon, B., Athens, J.S., Ward, J.V., Mangieri, T., Rieth, T. Archaeological Inventory Survey 
of the Sasa Valley and Tenjo Vista Fuel Tank Farms, Piti District, Territory of Guam, Mariana 
Islands. Final report prepared for: Department of the Navy Pacific Division, Naval Facilities 
Engineering Command Pearl Harbor, Hawai‘i. International Archaeological Research Institute, Inc, 
Hawai’i. 
 
Athens, J.S., Dega, M.F., Ward, J.V., 2004. Austronesian colonisation of the Mariana Islands: The 
palaeoenvironmental evidence. Indo-Pacific Prehistory Association Bulletin 24(2), 21-30. 
 
Athens, J.S., Ward, J.V., 2005. Holocene paleoenviro ment of Saipan: analysis of a core from Lake 
Susupe. Prepared for Division of Historic Preservation, Department of Community and Cultural 
Affairs, Saipan, by International Archaeological Research Institute, Inc., Honolulu. 
 
Baron, J, Clavier, J., 1992. Effects of environmental factors on the distribution of the edible bivalves 
Atactodea striata, Gafrarium tumidum and Anadara scapha on the coast of New Caledonia (SW 
Pacific). Aquatic Living Resources 5, 107–114. 
 
Beinlich, A., Barker, S.L.L., Dipple, G., Gupta, M., Baer, D., 2017. Stable isotope (δ13C, δ18O) 
analysis of sulfide-bearing carbonate samples using laser absorption spectrometry. Economic 
Geology 112(3), 693-700, doi:10.2113/econgeo.112.3.693. 
 
Böhm, F., Joachimski, M.M., Lehnert, H., Morgenroth, G., Kretschmer, W., Vacelet, J., Dullo, W.-C., 
1996. Carbon isotope records from extant Caribbean and South Pacific sponges: evolution of  δ13C in 
surface water DIC. Earth and Planetary Science Letters 139, 291–303. 
 
Bonhomme, T., Craib, J.L., 1987. Radiocarbon dates from Unai Bapot, Saipan: Implications for the 
prehistory of the Mariana Islands. Journal of the Polynesian Society 96, 95–106. 
 
Bronk Ramsey, C. 1995. Radiocarbon calibration and alysis of stratigraphy: The OxCal program. 
Radiocarbon 37, 425–430. 
 
Bronk Ramsey, C., 2009a. Bayesian analysis of radioc rbon dates. Radiocarbon 51:337–360. 
 
Bronk Ramsey, C., 2009b. Dealing with outliers and offsets in radiocarbon dating. Radiocarbon 
51:1023–1045. 
 
Bronk Ramsey, C., 2018. OxCal Program v4.3, Radiocarbon Accelerator Unit. University of Oxford. 
Available https://c14.arch.ox.ac.uk. 
 
Burr, G.S., Edwards, R.L,. Donahue, D.J, Druffel, E.R.M., Taylor, F.W., 1992. Mass spectrometric 














Butler, B.M., 1995. Summary and Synthesis. In: Butler, B.M. (ed), Archaeological Investigations in 
the Achugao and Matansa areas of Saipan, Mariana Islands. Micronesian Archaeological Survey 
Report 30, 349-365. 
 
Butman, D.E., Wilson, H.F., Barnes, R.T., Xenopoulos, M.A., Raymond,P.A., 2015. Increased 
mobilization of aged carbon to rivers by human disturbance. Nature Geoscience Letters 8, 112-116. 
 
Carruth, R.L., 2003. Ground-water resources of Saipan, Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana 
Islands: U.S. Geological Survey Water-Resources Investigations Report 03-4178. 
 
Carson, M., 2010. Radiocarbon chronology with marine reservoir correction for the Ritidian 
archaeological site, northern Guam. Radiocarbon 52, 16 7–1638. 
 
Carson, M., 2014. First settlement of Remote Oceania: Earliest sites in the Mariana Islands. 
Heidelberg: Springer. 
 
Carson, M.T., Hung H.-C., 2017. Substantive evidence of initial habitation in the Remote Pacific: 
Archaeological discoveries at Unai Bapot in Saipan, Mariana Islands. Archaeopress Publishing Ltd, 
Oxford. 
 
Clark, G., Petchey, F., Winter, O., Carson, M. and O’Day, P., 2010. New radiocarbon dates from the 
Bapot-1 site in Saipan and Neolithic dispersal by stratified diffusion. Journal of Pacific Archaeology 1 
(1), 21–35. 
 
Cloud, Jr. P.E., Schmidt, R.G., Burke, H.W., 1956. Geology of Saipan, Mariana Islands; Part 1. 
General geology. U.S. Geological Survey Professional Paper 280-A. 
 
Cook, G.T., MacKenzie A.B., Muir G.K.P., Mackie G., Gulliver P., 2004. Sellafield-derived 
anthropogenic 14C in the marine intertidal environment of the NE Irish Sea. Radiocarbon 46(2), 877–
883. 
 
Culleton, B.J., Kennett, D.J., Ingram, B.L., Erlandson, J.M., Southon, J.R., 2006. Intrashell 
radiocarbon variability in marine mollusks. Radiocarbon 48 (3), 387–400. 
 
Davenport, J. Wong T.M., 1986. Responses of the blood cockle Anadara granosa (L.) 
(Bivalvia:Archidae) to salinity, hypoxia and aerial exposure. Aquaculture 56, 151-162. 
 
Dickinson, W.R., 2000. Hydro-isostatic and tectonic nfluences on emergent Holocene 
paleoshorelines in the Marianas, western Pacific. Journal of Coastal Research 16, 725- 746.  
 
Dye, T., 1994. Apparent ages of marine shells: implications for archaeological dating in Hawaii. 
Radiocarbon 36, 51–57. 
 
Ellis, S., 1999. Aquafarmer information sheet: lagoon farming of giant clams (Bivalvia: Tridacnidae). 
Centre for Tropical and Subtropical Aquaculture, Publication 139, Pohnpei, FSM (College of 
Micronesia, Land Grant College Program). 
 
Fitzpatrick, S.M., Callaghan, R.T., 2013. Estimating trajectories of colonisation to the Mariana 
Islands, western Pacific. Antiquity 87 (337), 840–853. 
 
Fitzpatrick, S.M., Jew, N.P., 2018. Radiocarbon dating and Bayesian modelling of one of Remote 
Oceania’s oldest cemeteries at Chelechol ra Orrak, P lau. Antiquity 92 (361), 149–164. 
 
Friedman, G.M., 1959. Identification of Carbonate Minerals by Staining Methods. Journal of 














Gat, J.R., 1996. Oxygen and hydrogen isotopes in the hydrologic cycle. Annual Review of Earth and 
Planetary Sciences 24, 225–262. 
 
Goewert, A., Surge, D., Carpenter, S.J., Downing, J., 2007. Oxygen and carbon isotope ratios of 
Lampsilis cardium (Unionidae) from two streams in agricultural watersheds of Iowa, USA. 
Palaeogeography, Palaeoclimatology, Palaeoecology 252, 637–648. 
 
Graves, M.W., Moore, D.R., 1985. Tumon Bay area overview: cultural and historical resources. 
Prepared for Department of Parks and Recreation, Agana, Guam, by Micronesian Area Research 
Center and Department of Anthropology, University of Guam, Mangilao. 
 
Green, R.C., 1979.  Lapita.  In: Jennings JD. Editor. The Prehistory of Polynesia.  Cambridge, 
Harvard University Press. p 27-60. 
 
Gómez, E.A., Borel, C.M., Aguirre, M.L. Martínez, D.E., 2008. Radiocarbon reservoir ages and 
hardwater effect for the northeastern coastal waters of Argentina. Radiocarbon 50(1), 119–129. 
 
Guilderson, T.P., Schrag, D.P., Goddard, E., Kashgarian, M., Wellington, G.M., Linsley, B.K., 2000. 
Southwest subtropical Pacific surface water radiocarbon in a high-resolution coral record. 
Radiocarbon 42, 249–256. 
 
Gupta, S.K., Polach, H.A., 1985. Radiocarbon Dating Practices at ANU. Handbook, Radiocarbon 
Dating laboratory, Research School of Pacific Studies, ANU, Canberra. 
 
Hart, A.M., Bell, J.D., Foyle, T.P., 1998. Growth and survival of the giant clams, Tridacna derasa, T. 
maxima and T. crocea, at village farms in the Solomon Islands. Aquaculture 165, 203-220. 
 
Hogg, A.G., Higham T.F.G., Dahm J., 1998. 14C dating of modern marine and estuarine shellfish. 
Radiocarbon 40(2), 975–984. 
 
Holmquist, J.R., Reynolds, L., Brown, L.N., Southon, J.R., Simms, A.R., MacDonald, G.M., 2015. 
marine radiocarbon reservoir values in southern California estuaries: Interspecies, latitudinal, and 
interannual variability. Radiocarbon, 57(3), 449–458  
 
Hong, W., Keppens, E., Nielsen, P., van Riet, A., 1995. Oxygen and carbon isotope study of the 
Holocene oyster reefs and paleoenvironmental reconstruction on the northwest coast of Bohai Bay, 
China. Marine Geology 124, 289-302. 
 
Houk, P., Okano, R., Iguel, J., Camacho, R., Benavete, D., Johnson, S., 2011. Laolao Bay road and 
coastal management improvement project: Ecological and water quality assessment. Phase I Report: 
Pre-construction condition report, including an integrated assessment of ecological change since 
1991. A Report Prepared by the Pacific Marine Resources Institute for the CNMI Division of 
Environmental Quality. 
 
Hua, Q., Webb, G.E., Zhao, J.X., Nothdurft, L.D., Lybolt, M., Price, G.J., Opdyke, B.N., 2015. Large 
variations in the Holocene marine radiocarbon reservoir effect reflect ocean circulation and climatic 
changes. Earth and Planetary Science Letters 422, 33-44. 
 
Hung, H., Carson, M.T., Bellwood, P., Campos, F.Z., Piper, P.J., Dizon, E., Bolunia, M.J.L.A., 
Oxenham, M., Chi, Z., 2011. The first settlement of remote Oceania: The Philippines to the Marianas. 
Antiquity 85, 909-926. 
 
Ingram, B.L., Southon, J.R., 1996. Reservoir ages in eastern Pacific coastal and estuarine waters. 














Keith, M.L., Anderson, G.M., Eichler, R., 1964. Carbon and oxygen isotopic composition of mollusk 
shells from marine and fresh-water environments. Geochimica et Cosmochimica Acta 28,1757–1786. 
 
Komugabe-Dixson, A.F., Fallon, S.J., Eggins, S.M., Thresher, R.E., 2016. Radiocarbon evidence for 
mid-late Holocene changes in southwest Pacific Ocean circulation. Paleoceanography 31, 971–985, 
doi:10.1002/2016PA002929. 
 
Leidemann, H.H., 1980. Intra-site variation at Ypao Beach, Guam: a preliminary assessment. MSc 
Behavioral Science, University of Guam, Mangilao. 
 
Lindauer, S., Marali, S., Schöne, B.R., Uerpmann, H.-P., Kromer, B., Hinderer, M., 2017. 
Investigating the local reservoir age and stable isotopes of shells from southeast Arabia. Radiocarbon 
59(2), 355–372. 
 
Lorrain, A., Paulet, Y.-M., Chauvaud, L., Dunbar, R., Mucciarone, D., Fontugne, M., 2004. δ13C 
variation in scallop shells: increasing metabolic carbon contribution with body size? Geochim 
Cosmochim Acta 68, 3509–3519. 
 
McConnaughey, T.A., Gillikin, D.P., 2008. Carbon isotopes in mollusk shell carbonates. Geo-Marine 
Letters 28, 287–299, doi: 10.1007/s00367-008-0116-4. 
 
McConnaughey, T.A., Burdett, J., Whelan, J.F., Paull, C.K., 1997. Carbon isotopes in biological 
carbonates: respiration and photosynthesis. Geochim Cosmochim Acta 61, 611–622. 
 
McMahon, R.F., 2003. Contributions of the Hong Kong malacological and marine workshops to the 
comparative and ecological physiology of intertidal invertebrates. In: Morton B., (ed) 2003. 
Perspectives on Marine Environmental change in Hong Kong and Southern China 1977-2001. Hong 
Kong University Press, HKU, Pp. 479-515. 
 
Macario, K.D., Souza, R.C.C.L., Aguilera, O.A., Carvalho, C., Oliveir, F.M., Alves, E.Q., Chanca, 
I.S., Silva, E.P., Douka, K., Decco, J., Trindade, D.C., Marques, A.N., Anjos, R.M., Pamplona, F.C., 
2015. Marine reservoir effect on the Southeastern coast of Brazil: results from the Tarioba 
shellmound paired samples. Journal of nvironmental Radioactivity 143, 14–19. 
 
Miklavič, B., 2011. Formation of geomorphic features as a response to sea-level change at Ritidian 
Point, Guam, Mariana. MSc in Geosciences, Mississippi State University. 
 
Mink, J.F., Vacher, H.L. 1997. Hydrogeology of northern Guam. In: Vacher, H.L., Quinn T. (eds), 
Geology and Hydrogeology of Carbonate Islands, Pp. 743–761. Developments in Sedimentology 54. 
Elsevier Science, Amsterdam. 
 
Montenegro, Á., Callaghan, R.T., Fitzpatrick, S.M. 2016. Using seafaring simulations and shortest-
hop trajectories to model the prehistoric colonization of Remote Oceania. Proceedings of the National 
Academy of Sciences 113(45), 12685–12690. 
 
Nunn, P.D., Carson, M.T., 2015. Sea-level fall implicated in profound societal change about 2570 cal 
yr BP (620 BC) in western Pacific island groups. Geography and Environment 2, 17-32. 
doi:10.1002/geo2.3. 
 
Nunn, P.D., Kumar, L., Eliot, I., McLean, R.F., 2016. Classifying Pacific islands. Geoscience Letters 
3:7. doi:10.1186/s40562-016-0041-8. 
 
O’Day, P., 2015. Measuring Pre-Contact Marine Fisheries in the Marianas Archipelago. Unpublished 














Petchey, F., Clark, G. 2010. A ∆R for the Palau Islands: An evaluation of extant and new ∆R values 
and their application to archaeological deposits at Ulong. Journal of Island Archaeology 5:236-252.  
 
Petchey, F., Clark, G., 2011. Tongatapu hardwater: Investigation into the 14C marine reservoir offset 
in lagoon, reef and open ocean environments of a limestone island. Quaternary Geochronology 6, 
539–554. 
 
Petchey F., Ulm, S., 2012. Marine reservoir variation in the Bismarck region. An evaluation of spatial 
and temporal variation in ∆R and R over the last 3000 years. Radiocarbon 54(1), 145-58. 
 
Petchey, F., Anderson, A., Hogg, A. and Zondervan, A. 2008. The marine reservoir effect in the 
Southern Ocean: An evaluation of extant and new ∆R values and their application to archaeological 
chronologies. Journal of the Royal Society of New Zealand 38(4), 243–262. 
 
Petchey F., A. Anderson, A. Zondervan, S. Ulm, A. Hogg, 2008. New marine ∆R values for the South 
Pacific subtropical gyre region. Radiocarbon 50(3), 373-397. 
 
Petchey, F., Ulm, S., David, B., McNiven, I.J., Asmussen, B., Tomkins, H., Richards, T., Rowe, C., 
Leavesley, M., Mandui, H., Stanisic, J., 2012. Radiocarbon marine reservoir var ability in herbivores 
and deposit-feeding gastropods from an open coastline, Papua New Guinea. Radiocarbon 54(3-4), 1-
11. 
 
Petchey, F., Ulm, S., David, B., McNiven, I.J., Asmussen, B., Tomkins, H., Dolby, N., Aplin, K., 
Richards, T., Rowe, C., Leavesley, M., Mandui, H., 2013. High-resolution radiocarbon dating of 
marine materials in archaeological contexts: radiocarbon marine reservoir variability between 
Anadara, Gafrarium, Batissa, Polymesoda and Echinoidea at Caution Bay, Southern coastal Papua 
New Guinea. Archaeological and Anthological Science 5(1), 69–80. 
 
Petchey, F., Clark, G., Winter, O., O'Day, P., Litster, M., 2017. Colonisation of Remote Oceania: 
New dates for the Bapot-1 site in the Mariana Islands. Archaeology in Oceania 52, 108-126, doi: 
10.1002/arco.5108. 
 
Philippsen, B., Olsen, J., Lewis, J.P., Rasmussen, P., Ryves, D.B., Knudsen, K.L., 2013. Mid-to late-
Holocene reservoir-age variability and isotope-based palaeoenvironmental reconstruction in the 
Limfjord, Denmark. The Holocene 23(7), 1017–27.  
 
Poutiers, J.M. 1998. Gastropods in: FAO Species Identification Guide for Fishery Purposes: The 
living marine resources of the Western Central Pacific Volume 1. Seaweeds, corals, bivalves and 
gastropods. Rome.  
 
Prendergast, A.L., Stevens, R.E., 2014. Mollusc isotopes: Analyses in environmental 
archaeology. In: Smith, C., (ed.) Encyclopedia of Global Archaeology, Springer. 
 
Rainbird, P., 2004: The Archaeology of Micronesia. C mbridge University Press. 
 
Randall, R.H., 1991. Community structure of the corals along the fringing reefs boardering Unai 
Laolao Kattan, Unai Baput, and Unai Laolao Saipan, CNMI. Final report submitted to the Cheenis 
Pacific Company Saipan, CNMI. In: Cheenis Pacific Company Saipan. Quantitative Marine Baseline 
Survey: Biological Resources and Water Quality Bahia Laulau and Unai Laulay Kattan areas, Saipan, 
Marianas Island. Interim dry Season Session I Report. 
 
Reimer, P.J., 2014. Marine or estuarine radiocarbon reservoir corrections for mollusks? A case study 















Reimer, R.W., Reimer, P.J., 2017. An online application for ∆R calculation. Radiocarbon 59(5), 
1623-1627. 
 
Reimer, P.J., Bard, E., Bayliss, A., Beck, J.W., Blackwell, P.G., Bronk Ramsey, C., Buck, C.E., 
Cheng, H., Edwards, R.L., Friedrich, M., Grootes, P.M., Guilderson, T.P., Haflidason, H., Hajdas, I., 
Hatte, C., Heaton, T.J., Hoffmann, D.L., Hogg, A.G., Hughen, K.A., Kaiser, K.F., Kromer, B., 
Manning, S.W., Niu, M., Reimer, R.W., Richards, D.A., Scott, E.M., Southon, J.R., Staff, R.A., 
Turney, C.S.M. and van der Plicht, J. 2013. IntCal13 and Marine13 radiocarbon age calibration 
curves, 0–50000 years cal BP. Radiocarbon 55 (4), 1869–1887. 
 
Rick, T.C., Robbins, J.A. Ferguson, K.M., 2006. Stable isotopes from marine shells, ancient 
environments, and human subsistence on middle Holocene Santa Rosa Island, California, USA. 
Journal of Island & Coastal Archaeology 1, 233–254, doi:10.1080/15564890600935480. 
 
Rieth, T.M., Athens, J.S., 2017. Late Holocene human expansion into Near and Remote Oceania: A 
Bayesian model of the chronologies of the Mariana Isl nds and Bismarck Archipelago. The Journal of 
Island and Coastal Archaeology, doi.org/10.1080/15564894.2017.1331939. 
 
Romanek, C.S., Grossman, E.L., Morse J.W., 1992. Carbon isotopic fractionation in synthetic 
aragonite and calcite: Effects of temperature and preci itation rate. Geochimica et Cosmochimica 
Acta 56(1), 419-430. 
 
Sabatier, P., Dezileau, L., Blanchemanche, P., Siant, G., Condomines, M., Bentaleb, I., Piquès, G., 
2010. Holocene variations of radiocarbon reservoir ages in a Mediterranean lagoonal system. 
Radiocarbon 52(1), 91–102.  
 
Santos, G.M., Moore, R.B., Southon, J.R., Griffin, S., Hinger, E., Zhang, D., 2007. AMS 14C sample 
preparation at the KCCAMS/UCI Facility: status report and performance of small samples. 
Radiocarbon 49(2), 255–69 
 
Southon, J.R., Santos, G.M., 2007. Life with MC-SNICS. Part II: further ion source development at 
the Keck Carbon Cycle AMS facility. Nuclear Instruments and Methods in Physics Research B 
259(1), 88–93. 
 
Southon, J.R., Kashgarian, M., Fontugne, M., Metivir, B., Yim, W.W.-S., 2002. Marine reservoir 
corrections for the Indian Ocean and Southeast Asia. Radiocarbon 44(1), 167–80. 
 
Spennemann, D.H.R., Head, M.J., 1998. Tongan pottery ch onology, 14C dates and the hardwater 
effect. Quaternary Geochronology 17, 1047-1056. 
 
Stafford, K., Mylroie, J., Taborosi, D., Jenson, J., Mylroie, H., 2005. Karst development on Tinian, 
Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands: Controls on dissolution in relation to the carbonate 
island karst mode. Journal of Cave and Karst Studies 67 (1), 14–27. 
 
Stuiver, M., Braziunas, T.F., 1993. Modeling atmospheric 14C influences and 14C ages of marine 
samples to 10,000 BC. Radiocarbon 35(1), 137–89. 
 
Stuiver, M., Pearson, G.W., Braziunas, T., 1986. Radiocarbon age calibration of marine samples back 
to 9000 cal yr BP. Radiocarbon 28(2B), 980–1021. 
 
Surge, D.M., Lohmann, K.C., Goodfriend, G.A., 2003. Reconstructing estuarine conditions: oyster 
shells as recorders of environmental change, Southwest Florida. Estuarine, Coastal and Shelf Science 














Swart, P.K., Wilson, A.F., Jell, J.S., 1983. Oxygen isotope variation on a lagoonal platform reef, 
Heron Island, Great Barrier Reef. Australian Journal of Marine & Freshwater Research 34, 813–819. 
 
Tagliabue, A., Bopp, L., 2008. Towards understanding global variability in ocean carbon-13. Global 
Biogeochemical Cycles 22, GB1025, doi: 10.1029/2007GB003037. 
 
Tebano, T., Paulay, G., 2000. Variable recruitment and changing environments create a fluctuating 
resource: The biology of Anadara uropigmelana (Bivalvia: Arcidae) on Tarawa Atoll, pp. 1–5. Atoll 
Research Bulletin 488. National Museum of Natural History, Smithsonian Institution, Washington, 
DC. 
 
van Beukering, P., 2006. The economic value of the coral reefs of Saipan, Commonwealth of the 
Northern Mariana Islands. Original report compiled by Cesar Environmental Economics Consulting 
under funding from the US Department of the Interior and National Oceanographic and Atmospheric 
Administration. 
 
Vilar, M.G., Chan, C.W., Santos, D.R., Lynch, D., Spathis, R., Garruto, R.M., Lum, J.K., 2012. The 
origins and genetic distinctiveness of the Chamorros of the Mariana Islands: An mtDNA perspective. 
American Journal of Human Biology 25(1), 116–122, doi:10.1002/ajhb.22349. 
 
Watanabe, H., Hata, H., Kudo, S., Nozaki, K., Kato, K., Negishi, A., Ikeda, Y., Yamano, H. 2006. 
Analysis of the seawater CO2 system in the barrier reef – lagoon system of Palau using total alkalinity 
dissolved inorganic carbon diagrams. Limnology and Oceanography 51, 1614–1628. 
 
Weber, J.N., Woodhead, P.M.J., 1971. Diurnal variations in the isotopic composition of dissolved 
inorganic carbon in seawater from coral reef environments. Geochimica et Cosmochimica Acta 35, 
891–902. 
 
Winter, O.U., 2015. Colonisation of the Marianas Islands: Affinities and Differences between ISEA 
and Pacific Cultures in the 1st millennium BC. Unpublished PhD thesis, Archaeology and Natural 
History, College of Asia and the Pacific, The Australian National University, Canberra. 
 
Yu, K., Hua, Q., Zhao, J.‐X., Hodge, E., Fink, D., Barbetti, M., 2010.Holocene marine 14C reservoir 





















1. The suitability of estuarine shells for 14C dating is assessed using 18O and 13C.  
2. We calculate a marine ∆R of -55 ± 26 14C years for the region c. 3300 years ago.  
3. Hardwater had caused c. 250 years error in estuarine shellfish.  
4. The settlement of the Mariana Islands had taken place by 3290 cal. BP.  
5. By 2690 years ago estuarine conditions change due to lowering sea-level. 
 
